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Seatenber 16, 1976

St. Louis, Missouri 63101
Qar Co]onel.Petcrson:

Tha need for reservoir storage for water cuality contrel in the Pine
rord Lake project in the Meramec River Basin has been rovieued by this
office in reference to Scction 102(b) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendiments of 1972, as requested by your letier of

July 16, 1976. '

fs indicated previously in the Decoribor 1264 U. S. Fudblic Health
Strvice Study, storage allocation in the Pine Ford Lake9projcst for

flow augientation for water quality control carnet bz supportod. Our
policy stipulates strcam flew shall not Lo used as & substitute for

the provision of adaquate waste ¢reatmant or othnr netheds of centiolling
vaste at the source. EPA defines "adoguata waste treatmzat o other
retheds of controlling waste at the source” as tha bast available
pollution control technology cconciically aschieveoble including advanced
vaste treatment technicues, land dispesal, laid rinzcaroent practices,
process end precedure innovations, chanczs in c¢poieting rothods and
othier alternatives.

big River downstream frem the propesed rcscirvoir is an "cfiluent

linfted scguont” as designated by the Issourd Clean Water Cormission.

M oefiluont limited seoment §s defined as a sconnat where vater guality
1s maeting and will coatinue to meet applicable vater quality standards,
or where there is adecvate demenstration that sater ouality will meot
arplicable watcr quality standards atvter the application of the .
efTluent Tsitations required by Scctiens 301(b)(1)(A) and 351(b){1)(B)
of the Act. Therefore, waste dischargas to 51g River below the Pine
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Fc.d Lata projrct shoald ba sufficicotly troct=d at iha scurce (o
“oting mindmum treateont reaquivcnzats) Lo pafnialn wvater qnality as
1nd1cabcd in the “Nissour! Vater Quality Standards,” June 1373.

The Merarmze River Trom U.S. 66 Lridos at Tii:zs Beoach to the conflucace
with the IMssissipnd River is a "water quality limitad segeant! as
deslonated Ly 1'CUC, A "'“Lsr quality 1c"{'J sunoont™ i definad @

2 s2onzab whizee it is nothab vater quality o2 not oot

applicable water QUaliLy standards and/ur is not cxrocted to oot
applicable water quality standards even aftcry ih2 n“)ilra«inﬂ of tha
effluent Timitations rcauived by sections 3“I(b)(l)(ﬂ) and 301(b)(1)(B)
of the Act. In order to detornine the problens caused by roiat sources,
a waste Yoad allocation study was completed {n Qct ;bn 1374, From the
verious treatment systoms evaluated, the recozuded rast cost effective
approach was a regfenal system with discharca to the ilississippi River.
The State's "ater Quality Panagansnt fasin Plan Tor the Uppor Nississippt-
F2iramec Rivar Basin™ dated Jdune 1976, proposes th2 strategy that the pro-
tocted stream status be granted to the entire Poramec River below

Kiefer Creek, whereby, discharges other than uncontaminated cooling
tiater will be eliminated by the regional system. Accordingly, fleow
regulation for water quality in the lower teremec {s uavarranted.

Your letter requested that EPA provide revised data recarding water
supnly demand p‘ojcct1014 In the lizramec Basin,  In accordance with
Scction 102(b)(2) of the Act, the constructicn agencies cre granted

the authority to determine the ncad end value of-storage for sirean

flow reculation purposes othar than wvater gualily control.  Thus

EPA does not have the authority to daovelop or vevisa svator supply doemand
projections.

Thank you for tha opportunity to revicw this project at this stage
of your investigation.

Sincerely yours,

Jereme H, Svora
Fegional Administrator




